ethics and legitimacy of intervention Doyle begins in chapter 1 by outlining the case for non-intervention as the general rule of international relations. Drawing upon Mill's "Few Words," Doyle posits four "indirect" arguments in favour of non-intervention: states should abide by international law which prohibits intervention; the expectation of intervention would be systematically harmful by creating a moral hazard; interventions that start well can become corrupted; and outsiders will struggle to understand the internal affairs of a state. Doyle then outlines Mill's "two most powerful arguments against intervention [which] are based directly on considerations of self-determination and individual harm" (26). The penultimate chapter provides an overview of the development and operation of the Responsibility to Protect (RtoP) Doctrine. Much of the chapter is somewhat pedestrian as Doyle reviews the doctrine's evolution. Moreover, it is not made clear how RtoP relates to the work of Mill. Although we are told in the preface to the book that Mill's argument warrants "a guarded defense of the new doctrine of RtoP" (xii), Doyle fails to substantiate this statement in the chapter dedicated to RtoP or in the book generally.
The final chapter of the book stresses the importance of post-bellum peacebuilding. Doyle's analysis leads him to conclude that existing occupation law is
